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P r o t e s t  a l l e g a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  d e l i v e r y  sched-  
u l e  i n  a n  RFP is  u n d u l y  r e s t r i c t i v e  is 
u n t i m e l y  and n o t  f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o n  t h e  
merits s i n c e  t h e  p ro tes t  was n o t  f i l e d  pr ior  
t o  t h e  c l o s i n g  d a t e  f o r  receipt  of i n i t i a l  
proposals. 

Alabama Metal P r o d u c t s  Co. (AMPCO) protes t s  t h e  award 
of a n y  c o n t r a c t  u n d e r  r e q u e s t  f o r  proposals  (RFP) N o .  YNPS- 
SI-1406-N-12-30-82, i s s u e d  by t h e  G e n e r a l  Services Adminis- 
t ra t ion .  ( G S A )  f o r  s e v e r a l  f u r n i t u r e  items. AMPCO c o n t e n d s  
t h a t  t h e  RFP is u n d u l y  r e s t r i c t i v e  b e c a u s e  i t  c o n t a i n s  a 
d e l i v e r y  s c h e d u l e  which  i t  i s  u n a b l e  t o  meet. AMPCO claims 
i t  c o u l d  compete and o f f e r  t h e  Government a lower price i f  
t h e  d e l i v e r y  s c h e d u l e  were e x t e n d e d  by 1 month .  We d i s m i s s  
t h e  p ro t e s t  as  u n t i m e l y  f i l e d .  

Under o u r  Bid P r o t e s t  P r o c e d u r e s ,  protests based on  
a l leged  d e f e c t s  a p p a r e n t  on  t h e  f a c e  of a n  RFP m u s t  he 
f i l e d  p r io r  to t h e  c l o s i n g  d a t e  f o r  rece ip t  of i n i t i a l  
proposals. See 4 C.F.R. § 21.2(b)(l). AMPCO's c o n t e n t i o n  
t h a t  t h e  d e l i v e r y  s c h e d u l e  was undu ly  r e s t r i c t i v e  c l e a r l y  
is b a s e d  o n  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  RFP. Thus, AI4PCO 
was r e q u i r e d  to asser t  t h i s  grour?d o f  p ro t e s t  p r i o r  t o  t h e  
December 3 0 ,  1 9 8 2  c l o s i n g  d a t e  f o r  r e c e i p t  of i n i t i a l  pro- 
posa ls .  Because  ANPCO's p r o t e s t  was n o t  r e c e i v e d  i n  ou r  
O f f i c e  u n t i l  J a n u a r y  11, i t  is u n t i m e l y  and w i l l  n o t  be 
c o n s i d e r e d  on  t h e  merits. See Phoen ix  Power  Systems, I n c . ,  
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The pro te s t  is d i s m i s s e d .  

H a r r y  R. Van C l e v e  
A c t i n g  G e n e r a l  Counse l  




